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archbishop, his attendants are said to have exhibited great con-
tempt for the common folk, 'tumbling downe and thrusting aside
the little children a playing there: flinging and tossing the poore
costermongers and soucewives fruit and puddings, baskets and
all into the Thames.51
Nevertheless the general unpopularity of the bishops in the
early 1640*5 was due to many reasons besides the puritan hatred
of prelacy as unlawful and unchristian. Their enjoyment of
high public offices and engrossment of the royal confidence, as
Clarendon says, 'exposed them to the universal envy of the whole
nobility.'2 Puritans were not slow to point out the inconsistency
in the claim of the clergy to the exclusive control of matters of
religion, when they were themselves simultaneously taking a
leading part in directing the national policy.3 When that policy
caused such opposition in Scotland that the bishops' wars en-
sued, its general unpopularity was revealed for the first time.
Until then the puritan propagandists, finding that the sym-
pathy of the ordinary citizen could not be enlisted by theological
arguments, utilized to the full the widespread hatred of popery.
They were careful to point out that popery and tyranny went
hand in hand,4 and thus to link together constitutionalism and
fanaticism. In their attempts to frighten the plain man into the
belief that there was a real danger of the restoration of Roman
Catholicism, they were much aided by the more rigid insistence
of Arminian bishops upon a ceremonial church service which
seemed to many to foreshadow a return to pre-Reformation
usages,
The attempt to introduce uniformity and decency of external
worship aroused opposition, and ministers who were formalists
found themselves denounced as corrupt time-servers. As Laud
complained in 1637, °tis superstition now-a-days for any man
to come with more reverence into a church, than a tinker and
his bitch come into an ale-house'.5 Furthermore, in the con-
troversy about ceremonial the puritans had the great advan-
tage that they could denounce ritual as pre-Reformation and
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